
î;e 14ontc uanb ffotcigu 3Bgarb.

idie, saying, Il The tiîne is ixot come,-the
time that the Lord's bouse slxould be buit."1

SIIERBROOKE, Feb. 141h, 1871.
])PARt SiRt,-I enclose$4W from tîxis con-

gregation for the Acadian Mission. The
last Record gives ratixer a discou, ring ae-
count of' itq financial conidition. 'Ac "lde-
ticiency" of $332 is by far too large in suplh
a short time. 1 fcel that 1 have not donc
niy duty in the matter, the money now
forwarded xniglit have beea raised six
months ago lxad the deficieney been known
by us; and I fecl satisfied that s0 soon ns
some of our older congregations notice
that the mission is in debt to, the umounit
of S332, the "lfigures on the latter pages
of the Record" will exhibit something more
encouraging and more to the credit of our
Church. For the last two or three years we
hiave raised thousands of dollars for the bene-
fit of the tlxousand faxmilies ini St. Anns,
Kankakee, while we have donc littie or noth-
ing for the sixteen thousand families in our
own Province. This reproach shou Id lxc roIl-
ed away imnxcdiatcly, and evcry encourage.
ment given to the Synod's Coxnmittee tio
prosecute the ivork of the Mission. For
mv own part, I believe that the Acadian
iffission has as strong, if not stronger dlaims
on our support than Kankakee, or even
'rrinidad. It is well to cast our bread on
thxe waters, for if it is donc ln faith we are
sure to find it after nxany days, but we are
*turely to act with wisdoni when we cast our
brcad on the waters, or whcn wc give
money for religlous or charitable purposes,
and he as gxxarded as 1 'ssible against im-

p osition. Every dollar given to the Acadian
MýS1Sion is acconed for, and if NVC are

dissatisfiedi with the way la whicli it la ex-
pexxded we en discontinue our contribu-

,tions, and cast our bread on other waters.
JOHN CAMPBELL.

1tev. P. G. McGREGOR,
Synod Treasurer.

REVIEW.
*THE aiSDomOMF TEE KING; Olt,

STUDIES IN EccLEsAxSTES. BY TUE
IR1Ev. JAMEs BENýNET.
We lxfil with pleasure this fresh contri-

-bution to the Authorship, of the yoxxng
Dominion. Thre volume deserve s, sud no
4oubt will obtain, a large circulat 'ion. For
the force, raciness aud robust' maulinss. of
Mr. Bennet'a style and mode «, treatmcpit
wilI arreat at4extîopn ýapd excite interest, in
quarters where preachig .or writiug of the

=g3eqti,y won4 .fall gaz auctdçad.

Thxe work la not a contixiuous comment-
ary on thxe book of Ecclesiastes, but com-
prises thxe suxbstance of a course of lectures,
deliverefi originally to Ixis own congrega-
tion, on the principal topies of the book-
briuging out thxe bearing of its lassons on
thxe state of society la xmodern times. The
principle on whlxi lie interprets thxe utter-
auces of thxe royal preacîxer is stated la the
outset, anxd its dcvelopment and applica-
tion form thxe cîxaracteristie feature, ex-
egetically, of the work. Ho regards his text
as an autobîography la whichi Solomon
depiets ixot only his outer but lxis inner life
as a Plhilosopher in quest of the suimum
bonumn-narrates not only the experiments
he inade, la bis scarch for happiness, but
thxe impressions produced on lus nxind by
the result of these experiments. As the
experimerîrs wvere somoxicaca toolish, so the
rcsulting impressions may have been un-
sound or one sidcd. WTc arc xîot bouad to
maintain thxe morality of thxe one; and as
littIe are wve bouîxd to maîntain the correct-
ncss of the atber. Take for oxample luis
multiplication of %vives, wluich vas carried
to sucx excess tîxat bis harem countcd a
thonsand iximates. Encx succest,;ve inar-
mage was another experiment in quest of
happiness. Thc resultw~as disappointment;
and in recording thxe fact he leaves us to
infer that tixere is less of truc womanliness
nmong women than of truc manliness
atmong mcn,-a conclusion worrluy of an
exhausted libertine. Viewing the earlier
parts of the book in tîxis light, as sattine
forth efforts made and opinions formcd lbc.
fore the final conclusion was reaclîed, Mr.
Bonnet maintains bis right to exercise a
free criticismn alike on the manner of
Solomon's inquiry and on the validitv of
Ixis earlier conclusions. How he doca it,
let the reader ascertain for himacîf by pro-
cîning and stixdying the work. On the
principle of interpretation, invo « ved we
would oaly remark, (1.) That its general
basis la incontrovcrtible, viz.: that the au-
thonlty ot Scripture 18 no more responsible
for the cox'rectness of opinions which it
mcre!y reports thýÙ for the nioxality of
actions whiehîit merely narrates. (2.). That
with reforence to th~e ýbookî of Ecelesiastes
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